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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

1. Claims 1-4, 6-9, 12-20, 23-28, 30-34, 37-44, 48-49 and 54-55 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Morgan et al. (2004/0058705). 
Regarding claims 25-26, Morgan discloses a wireless communication apparatus 
for transmitting information to and receiving information from a remote computer 317- 
319 over a communication network 316 (cellular network) (See figs. 1 and 3), the 
wireless communication apparatus comprising: a cellular telephone 100 having: an 
antenna, a device processor 104, an outer device casing, a communication port 107, an 
output device 101, 105 (See figs. 1-2); and an attachment 200, removably coupled to 
the cellular telephone 100, having: an attachment processor 205, a first input device 
208, a connector 201, an outer attachment casing (See figs. 1-2), wherein the connector 
201 mates with the communication port 107 when the attachment 200 is coupled to the 
cellular telephone 100 and the attachment processor 205 is configured to communicate 

signals to the antenna without the signals being received by the device processor 1 04 

/ 
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when the attachment 200 is coupled to the cellular telephone 100 (See figs. 2-3 and 
page 5-6 [0063-0085]). 

Claims 1-2 are rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claims 25-26. 

Regarding claims 27-28 and 30, Morgan discloses as cited in claim 25. Morgan 
further discloses the first input device is a magnetic strip reader, the magnetic strip 
reader having: a slot 215 extending from a first opening in the outer casing of the 
attachment 200 to a second opening in the outer casing of the attachment 200, wherein 
the slot 215 is substantially parallel to a side surface of the outer casing of the cellular 
telephone; a reader head 208, 209 wherein the reader head forms a portion of a side 
wall of the slot 21 5 (See fig. 1 0 and page 7 [0094]). 

Claims 3-4 and 6 are rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claims 27-28 
and 30. 

Regarding claims 32-33, Morgan discloses as cited in claim 25. Morgan further 
discloses the attachment processor 205 adapted to process input information received 
from the first input device 208 to generate attachment-processed data to send to the 
antenna for transmission to the remote computer 317-319, wherein the attachment- 
processed data is generated by encrypting the input information (See fig. 3 and page 5 
[0070], [0075]). 

Claims 7-8 are rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claims 32-33. 
Regarding claim 34, Morgan discloses as cited in claim 25. Morgan further 
discloses the device processor 104, the antenna, the communication port 107 and the 
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attachment processor 205 are connected by a logical bus (See fig. 2 and page 4 [0058- 
0061]). 

Claim 9 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 34. 

Regarding claims 37-38, Morgan discloses as cited in claim 25, Morgan further 
discloses a selectively engageable latching mechanism and a release mechanism that 
may be activated to detach the attachment 200 from the cellular telephone 100, wherein 
the release mechanism is a release button 216 that may be pressed to disengage the 
latching mechanism (See fig. 10 and page 7 [0094]). 

Claims 12-13 are rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claims 37-38. 

Regarding claims 31 and 39-40, Morgan discloses as cited in claim 27, Morgan 
further discloses the attachment 200 further includes a smart card reader 210 (See fig. 
2), wherein the attachment 200 includes a slot 215 having a shallow channel portion 
through which a portion of a card bearing a magnetic stripe may be swiped (See figs 2 
and 10) and a slot having 214 a deeper channel portion of sufficient depth to permit a 
card bearing a smart chip to be inserted into the slot 214 (See figs. 2, 5 and page 4-5 
[0062-0064]). 

Claims 14-16 are rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claims 31 and 39- 

40. 

Regarding claim 41, Morgan discloses as cited in claim 39, Morgan further 
discloses the processor 205 adapted to process input information received from the first 
input device 208 in a first manner and from the second input device 210 in a different 
second manner, such that the remote computer 317-319 to which the processed data 
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from the attachment processor 205 is sent can determine whether the attachment 
processor 205 received the input information from the first or second input devices (See 
page 9 [01 19] and page 10 [0135]). 

Claim 1 7 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 41 . 

Regarding claim 42, Morgan discloses as cited in claim 25, Morgan further 
discloses the outer casing of the attachment 200 having a recessed portion conforming 
to a surface of the outer casing of the cellular telephone 100 (See fig. 1 0). 

Claim 18 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 42. 

Regarding claims 43-44, Morgan discloses as cited in claim 25, Morgan further 
discloses the attachment 200 including attachment memory encoded with instructions to 
be executed by the attachment processor 205, wherein the attachment processor 205 
begins executing the instructions when input information is received at the input device 
(See page 5 [0063-0065]). 

Claims 19-20 are rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claims 43-44. 

Regarding claims 48-49, Morgan discloses as cited in claims 25. Morgan further 
discloses the device processor 104 establish a communication link with the remote 
computer 317-319 using the antenna, wherein the attachment processor 205 receives 
input information from the first input device 208, processes the input information to 
generate attachment-processed data and sends the attachment-processed data to the 
remote computer 317-319 using the antenna over the communication link (See fig. 3 
and page 6 [0075], page 7 [0097]). 
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Regarding claim 54, Morgan discloses as cited in claim 25, Morgan further 
discloses a first communication link established between the attachment 200 and the 
remote computer 317-319 over a communication network is separate from a second 
communication link (regular phone call to PSTN network) established between the 
cellular telephone and the remote computer 317 (See fig. 3 and page 6 [0075]). 

Claim 23 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 54. 

Regarding claim 55, Morgan discloses as cited in claim 25. Morgan further 
discloses a first application (regular cellular telephone function) being executed by the 
device processor 104 is suspended while a second application (secure point-of-sale 
function) is executed by the device processor 104 (See Abstract). 

Claim 24 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 55. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 5 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Morgan et al. (2004/0058705) in view of In re Japikse, 86 USPQ 70 (CCPA 
1950). 

Regarding claims 5 and 29, Morgan discloses as cited in claims 4 and 28. 
However, Morgan does not mention that the slot is substantially parallel to a bottom 
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surface of the outer casing of the cellular telephone. Since the merely change of the 
position of the slot does not produce any new and/or unexpected result (See In re 
Japikse, 86 USPQ 70 (CCPA 1950)) and can be determined based on the designer's 
preference/choice; therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to change the position of the slot to a position 
that is substantially parallel to the bottom surface of the outer casing of the cellular 
telephone in order to accommodate the designer's intention. 

3. Claims 1 1 , 36 and 50-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Morgan et al. (2004/0058705). 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 36, Morgan discloses as cited in claims 1 and 25. 
However, Morgan does not explicitly mention that the connector 207 is an RS-232 
connector. Since RS-232 connector is very common in the art as a serial data port, 
therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use RS-232 connector for the advantage of expanding the 
capability of the device to various types of data connectors. 

Regarding claims 50-51 , Morgan discloses as cited in claim 25. However, 
Morgan does not mention that the device processor or the attachment processor 
executes JAVA software application or WAP software application. Since JAVA and 
WAP software applications are well known in the art; therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to configure 
the device processor or the attachment processor to execute the JAVA or WAP 
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software application for the advantage of expanding the capability of the device to the 
Bluetooth-enabled environment as well as to various types of program compilers. 

4. Claims 45-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Morgan et al. (2004/0058705) in view of Taylor et al. (2002/0025796). 
Regarding claims 45-47, Morgan discloses as cited in claim 25. However, 
Morgan does not mention that the device processor is adapted to instruct a user to 
provide input information using the first input device (card reader) by displaying a 
message (visual) or playing a recorded audio message (audible). Since instruction(s) is 
known to be given visually or audibly and Taylor teaches a cellular telephone coupled 
with a card reader for conducting wireless financial transactions (See fig. 1 ), wherein a 
user is visually instructed (by a display) to provide input information through the card 
reader by the processor of the cellular telephone (see fig. 1 and page 2 [0019]); 
therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to apply the Taylor's teachings in configuring the device processor 
to instruct the user to provide input information either visually or audibly in order to 
timely/correctly gather user information for conducting financial transactions. 



5. Claims 21-22 and 52-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Morgan et al. (2004/0058705) in view of Neifer 
(2003/0211863). 
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Regarding claims 52-53, Morgan discloses as cited in claim 25. However, 
Morgan does not mention that the attachment includes a data port for receiving and 
transmitting Bluetooth signals independent of the antenna. Neifer teaches a card 
reader 12 attached to a mobile telephone 10, wherein the card reader 12 having a data 
port 16 for receiving and transmitting Bluetooth signals independent of the antenna of 
the mobile phone 10. Since both Morgan and Neifer disclose card reader attached to 
the mobile telephone; therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to apply the teaching of Neifer in modifying 
the attachment as disclosed by Morgan with a data port for the advantage of expanding 
the capability of the device to various types of communication protocols. 

Claims 21-22 are rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claims 52-53. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 10 and 35 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
Regarding claims 10 and 35, Morgan discloses as cited in claims 9 and 34. 
However, Morgan does not mention that the device processor, the communication port 
and the attachment processor have unique bus addresses, and a message received by 
the antenna includes information identifying the bus address of the intended recipient of 
the message. 

Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tuan Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272-7858. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivian Chin, can be reached at (571) 272-7848. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9314 (for Technology Center 2600 only) 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office 
whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 
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